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Amendment ^^b'' page 7 of 
10/083,411 



DOCKET NO. 01-926 
72242(6653) 



REMARKS 



Claims 4 -a and 



12-18 have heen canceled. 
Claims 1 and 9! have been amended to include the 
limitations of canceled jciaims 17 and 18 respectively to overcome 
the rejection under 35 UjSC S 1G2 (b) . 

New Claims 19-|34 have heen added. Support for the 
amendment to Claims 1 aiijd 9 and for new Claims 19-34 may be found 
in the specification, fc|r example, from page 8, line 5 to page 

10, line 13. I 

Claimp 1, 9 a4d 19-34 remain pending in the 

application . 

By way of thifij response. Applicant has made a diligent 
i.ms in condition for allowance. However, 
outstanding issues that require adverse 
action, it is respect fu^flY requested that the examiner telephone 
Leo J. Peters at (408)4^3-4578 so that such issues may be 
resolved as expeditiously as possible. 

i 
I 

Response to the r^iectito under 35 uSC S 102(b) of Claims 1,4-9 
and 12-18 



effort to place the clai 
should there remain any 



Claims l and ! 
limitations of canceled 
Specifically, the claimifed 
integrated circuit design 
page 7, lines 16-18, a 
incoming edges does not 
assigning a higher 



priority 



have been amended to include the 
Claims 17 and 18 respectively. 

invention identifies bottlenecks in an 
As defined in the specification on 
Ipottleneclc is a node wherein the number of 
equal the number of outgoing edges. By 
to reducing path delay in nets that 
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are bottlenecks, the ove|:all path delay in the integrated circuit 
design may be advaixtageolsly reduced more effectively than 
realized by previous met|iods. Because the limitations included 
in amended ClaiTns 1 and j9 were previously claimed in former 
Claims 17 and 18, no newl search or undue burden on the examinier 
should be required. | 

in contrast td the claimed method of identifying 
bottlenecks. Nag discloses a slack allocation process for 
removing overlaps in col|uron 25, lines $2-S7 and column 26, lines 
1-17 that does not inclvjde identifying bottlenecks. Further, N^g 
does not disclose the method of identifying bottlenecks claimed 
in Claims 19-34. Becausje Utag does not disclose the claimed 
method that includes identifying bottlenecks or the claimed 
method of identifying bottlenecks. Nag does not anticipate Claims 
1, 9 and 19-34 under 35 tUSC § 102(b). 



Applicant resi|»ectfully requests examination and 
favorable reconsideration of Claims 1,9 and 19-34. 



No. additional \ fee is believed due for this amendment . 



emitted. 
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Amendment ^^B" page 9 ot ^ 
10/083,411 j 

Address all cor ^reepondenj^e to:. 
LSI Logic Corporation [ 

1551 McCarthy Blvd./ MSaj D-106 

t 

Mllpitas, CA 95035 [ 

I 

I 

Direct t elephone iTLtriliri|as to; 
Leo J» peters [ 

(408) 433-4578 | 
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